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About the Danger .•

• •

HON. WILLIAM E. MILLER told Congress: U I was an assistant prosecutor at
the Nuremberg trial. It was my Job to
try to figure out how it was that Hitler
succeeded in imposing his control over
the good German people for so many
years. I found that he did it by decree
after decree, Just like this piece of
legislation, because the legislation or decree was aimed at dividing the people of
Germany instead of uniting them."

•
Copyright 1957 by Joseph P. Kamp.
All rights reserved. Permission to
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342 Madison Avenue, New York 17
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MR. JO·SEPH P. KAMP has been investigating and combating the Communist
conspiracy since 1919, longer than any
other American. The Macon (Ga.) Telegraph called him "one of the most
patriotic and reliable publicists this
country has ever produced," and declared: "It is doubtful if any man in the
United States has rendered a finer
service to the cause of Americanism."
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Trickery, Treachery, Tyranny .c:ind
Treason in Washington .
By

JOSEPH

P.

KAMP

Most Members of Congress are alert, intelligent,
honest ·and faithful representatives of the people,
firmly dedicated to the service of their constituents
and their country..
Yet, strangely enough, if the predictions of
some Congressional leaders and certain Washington observers are correct, Congress is about
to demonstrate that more than half of its Members are either knaves or fools ... or worse.
This could come about only because too many
well-meaning but uninformed Members of both
Houses will have become the unwitting victims
of certain unscrupulous ~gitators who are employing trickery, propaganda and pressure in a wellorganized and highly-financed campaign to manipulate and use the Congress for their own sedit•
10US purposes.
The tragedy could not happen, of course, without the help of still other mistaken legislators who
are ready and willing to do what they know to· be
wrong, either because they fear or want to curry
the favor of certain minority groups, or because
they honestly believe that it is their duty to blindly .
follow their party leaders, or to support what they
think are the President's ideas-perhaps some just
want to be umodern" Republicans.

In any event, it is most difficult to understand how so many men of intellect could
fail to realize that such conduct would be "
betrayal of their obligations to their constituents and their country, and II violation of their
oaths to uphold and defend the Constitution
of the United States.
These observations are not intemperate or
exaggerated; they are made in calm indignation and
with solemn fervor, and based on a careful consideration of certain hard, cold facts (set forth
herein, together with the names of the Soviet
agents involved), which seemingly have escaped
the attention of the President, the Attorney General, many Members of Congress, and most of the
general public-facts which show how clever and
insidious the Communists really are, · and how,
with the help of innocent dupes and willing stooges,
they continue to advance the Red cause, even in
the current climate of extreme anti-Communism.
How else can be explained the optimistic ex:..
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pectation that Congress will soon adopt a so-called
ucivil rights" progtaIQ which pretends to uphold
and defend ucivil rights," when actually its clear
and sinister purpose is:
1. to deny civil rights, including free speech,
free press and free assembly, and to permit our
Govero,m ent to jail citizens. unjustly and unfairly without trial by jury, just as if they
were living in a totalitarian country;
2. to invade the sovereign rights of the several States by superseding State laws and State
courts, and .by intimidating and interfering
with State and local officials in the performance of their sworn public duties; .
3. to create an unjudicial tribunal, with an
army of UGovernment agents," including volunteer snoopers with official standing, to
harass and victimize sovereign citizens, employers of labor and public officials by prying
into their business, official, and personal
papers and affairs, and requiring them publicly to defend themselves against unsubstantiated allegations that they udiscriminated" because of race, color or creed or for some
other reason;
4. to incorporate into American law the. pretensions of Marxian Socialism embodied in the
United Nations' Declaration of Human Rights,
initiated by Alger Hiss at Dumbarton Oaks,
which, among other things, would nullify our
immigration laws and make Soviet espionage
in the United States lawful;
5. to substitute government by injunction
for government by law, to make the Attorney
General a complete czar, and to empower him
to bring actions for damages against private
citizens, employers, public officials and police
officers, for the benefit of private individuals
but at public expense, without the consent, or
even without the knowledge of the persons
,
designated as the aggrieved parties;
6. to transform the highly-respected FBI into
a hated Federal Gestapo, not unlike Hitler's, to
be used, along with an army of stormtroopers,
to terrorize and subdue the American people to
force them to conform to alien concepts imposed at the demands of politically powerful
subversive pressure groups.
This brief analysis of just what these proposed
laws threaten is exactly what is spelled out in so
many words in the 76 cccivil rights" bills which are
now .pending in Congress.. All or most of these
frightening prospects · may soon become a grim
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reality ..• unless the ·'A m'erican people and their
representatives in Congress ,wake up in a hurry and
prevent their enactment into law. ,
That responsible Members of 'Congress could
be .expected to vote for such fantastic and dangerous measures ·can best be explained by the fact
that there are a number of glaring misconceptions
about the so-called ucivilrights" program that
persist mainly because · its principal proponents
are making eyery effort to confuse the issue
and prevent adequate consideration of the legislation by 'rushing it to a vot,e before busy Members
of Congress can study it carefully.
When the billswer.e first referred to the House
Judiciary Committee .for consideration, Chairman
Emanuel Celler insisted on approving them without Hearings on the ground that, similar bills had
been considered , in previous years and mem,bers
of Congress were thoroughly familiar with their
provisions, ignoring the fact that the current bills
are ,not the same, nor is the continually changing
membership of the Congress.

A "Loaded" SubcommiHee
When Southern members of the Committee rebelled, pointing out that opponents of the measures had nOt been permitted to testify at Hearings in previous years, Mr. Celler reluctantly agreed
to ·4 days of Hearings, and appointed a uloaded"
subcommittee to conduct them 4 mem'bers from
New York, none from the South, and with himself as Chairman.
When the 4 days were up, Rep. Kenneth Keating, Ctauthor" of the Administration bill, objected
to further Hearings, but Chairman Celler pointed
out that the representative of the National Association for the Advancement of Colored People had
not yet been heard, and continued them for 4
days more.
Sen. Thomas C. Hennings, Jr., chairman of the
Senate Judiciary Subcommittee,. opened his Hearings by saying that Committee members were uall
aware of the various points of view on these issues"
and that no Hearings were really necessary. This,
before even one witness had been heard.
Sen. Sam Irvin, Jr., protested the deadline set for
the Hearings by declaring that it ttwould be like
a judge starting to try II case on Monday lind
saying that at 2:15 p.m. tomorrow, we are go-

ing to submit it to the jury regardless of
whether the arguments lire in."
Some sessions were ·scheduled while the ResoIu-
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don On President Eisenhower's Mid-East Doctrine
was under consideration, thus making it necessary
for Senators to neglect one issue or the other.
On the day it was voted to conclude the Senate
Hearings, Sen. Irvin observed that he had not
even had time to read the 16 bills occupying 116
pages of printing. He said that ccsuch far reaching
proposals should receive adequate study," and
charged that the bills were Ubeing rushed through
without being looked into properly."
But the Hearings ended on schedule, and the
legislation was quickly approved without Hadequate study."
A few days later Chairman Hennings was demanding immediate action by the Senate Judiciary
Committee, even before his Hearings and report
had been printed, before members of the full Committee even had access to the testimony they are
supposd to study before taking action.
Aside from these deliberate attempts to prevent
adequate study, many Members of Congress, have
paid scant attention to the Hcivil rights" bills because of a prevalent false impression that these
proposed measures are of no real concern to the
people of the country as a whole, that they are
to be employed only against Hbigots" and Hlawless
elements" in the South.
On the contrary, based on past experience,
the certainty is that, at the instigation and under pressure from politically powerful minority, labor and racial groups, these laws would
be used or to be more correct, misused-to
annoy, harass, intimidate, victimize, persecute
and prosecute ordinary ' citizens, employers,
bankers, businessmen, property owners, patriots combating Communism, State and local
officials, and even police officers trying to
maintain law and order-everywhere in the
Nation.
On a TV program in mid-March, Chairman
Celler declared that this legislation would apply
and would be used and enforced not only in the
South, but all over tbe country.
The North can get some idea as to what's coming if this legislation is adopted by listening briefly
to the complaint of Rep. Charles A. Yanik of Ohio
in his remarks supporting the bills:
uThe North has an abundance of prejudice problems that will probably provide more labor than
the South. Prejudice can be seen to take effect at
the city limits. The migration of city dwellers into
the n'e w confused outposts of 'subwrbia are frequently motivated by a desire for a segregated
[ 6 ]

community and segregtlted schools. Friendly warm
communities Me not .friendly and warm to everybody. Community clubs are designed for segregation
by ,clubby' covenants which blaspheme that dignified word. Banks and lending institutions have had
their part in isolating these communities from
tolerance by a segregation loan policy."
Only New York City will not be bothered; for
New York is desegregating with a vengeance. Its
Board of Education is transferring white children
from schools in their own · neighborhoods, and
hauling them via busses, to schools in Negro sections in a $3,000,000 program to promote uethnic
integration as a positive educational experience of
which no child in the city should be deprived."
Another erroneous assumption by Members of
Congress, and others is that these present ucivil
rights" bills embody a fresh, new approach to the
problem, if any, and that they are the product of
the best thinking of the Attorney General and his
aides, based upon a careful study of past experience.
Nothing could be farther from the truth.
Some methods may be different but the main
proposals are not new; they have been tried before. In the past, they not only failed miserably,
but helped the Communist cause, infringed on
the peoples' rights, and proved a dangerous
menace.
Apparently, the Attorney General was unwilling or, perhaps because of certain powerful
pressures, was unable to benefit from these
previous sad and sordid experiences, for in
his u new" program he recommends that the
mistakes of the past be repeated-with certain
added powers that promise to make future
abuses and outrages even more diabolical.

Idea Suggested By S,o viet Agents
It is probable that the main reason why many
conscientious Members of Congress may mistakenly vote for these divisive ucivil rights" bills, without
any realization of their devious purpose and seri0us implications, is because, even in the face of
certain obvious hazards, they have a misplaced confidence that there could be nothing really wrong
with legislation that was proposed by the Attorney
General and heartily endorsed by the President.
Nevertheless, the fact is that the major provis.;ions of the Attorney General's recommendations
have long been objectives of Communist propaganda and strategy.
Also, the Attorney .(Jeneral's key proposal was
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first suggested by top. leaders of the Soviet spy ring
in our government, and was tried years ago.
The only difference is that the present measure
is supposed to defend the cCcivil rights" of Negroes
from alleged abuse by leading citizens and prominent public officials in the South, while the previous effort sought to protect the "civil rights" of
Communists . . . from the Committee on UnAmerican Activities and the FBI.
This key proposal is the provision for the establishment of a Civil Rights Division in the Department of Justice under the direction of an Assistant Attorney General. In making this recommendation to Congress Attorney General Brownell said: UIt merits the full direction of a highly
qualified lawyer."
This is exactly what was done in 1939 by Franklin D. Roosevelt. Without bothering to ask Congress for authorization, he ordered Attorney General Frank Murphy to establish a Civil Rights Unit
in the Justice Depattment and appointed Henry A.
Schweinhaut, Ua highly qualified lawyer," as the
Assistant Attorney General in charge.
According to the New York Times: "Establishment of the unit harmonizes with suggestions from
members of the Senate Civil Liberties Committee
headed by Senator T.aFollette."
The idea came from the ubrain" of the La
Follette Committee its Communist directing
clique from Committee Counsel John Abt,
who was later identified by Whittaker Chambers as head of the original Soviet spy ring in
the government, the Ware Cell, and from his
two I..aFollette Committee aids: Charles (Kravitsky) Kramer, also a member of the Ware
Cell (along with Alger Hiss) , and Allan Rosenberg, a member of the Perlo group, another
Soviet espionage cell in the government.
Of course, there were other factors responsible
for both the ucivil rights" unit and the appointment
of Henry A. Schweinhaut.
At the instigation of the then Communist-dominated CIO, Schweinhaut, already in the Justice
Department, had "investigated" non-union coal
operators in West Virginia, and in collaboration
with agents of the American Civil Liberties Union,
which has done more to advance the cause of Communism in America than the Communist Party itself, he ccinvestigated" the actions of Mayor Frank
Hague, who had been attempting to keep the Communists out of Jersey City. Both of these organizations recommended Schweinhaut for a more important role in a special cccivil rights" . section in
[ 8 ]
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the · Department of Justice.
,
Another Communist-aiding out.fit which brought
its influence to bear to have the unit established
and Schweinhaut appointed was the ' politically
powerful Anti-Defamation league of B'nai B'rith,
which collaborated with the Golos-Bentley Soviet
spy ring in a vicious campaign of smear and terror,
against patriotic individuals and organizations and
Congressional committees combating Communism.
Significantly, these same .three subversive movements, together with the National Association for
the Advancement of Colored People and the
Communist-front National Lawyers' Guild, are
the principal proponents and promoters of the
present ucivil rights" program.
The NAACP is equally subversive. Government
files on un-American activities reveal that the president, chairman of the board, honorary chairman,
11 of 28 vice presidents, 28 of 47 directors, and
more than a' dozen of the top staff officials of the
NAACP have been cited for their affiliations with
. Communist organizations, fronts, enterprises and
• • •
actIVItIes.
It can be argued that regardless of the fact that
Soviet agents, Communists and Communist-aiding
elements were responsible for the original creation
of a tccivil rights" unit in the Department of Justice with an Assistant Attorney General in charge,
that the operation should be judged, not on the
basis of the character of sponsors, but on its merits;
that it should be judged by what it accomplished.

A Sordid Experience
This could be a constructive approach. By using
this previous experience as a yardstick the present
Congress could fairly find with some degree of accuracy just what ' could be expected to happen in
the future if it were foolish and careless enough
to repeat this earlier mistake.
Here's what happened then:
Shortly after his appointment, Assistant Attorney
General Schweinhaut journeyed to Chicago to visit
the headquarters of the Anti-Defamation League to
find out what this sponsor wanted him to do.
Ordinarily it would be expected that an Assistant
Attorney General would take his orders from the
Attorney General, and that if any outsiders had
suggestions to offer that they should come to Washington and submit them for consideration.
But, obviously, Mr. Schweinhaut knew some- .
thing about the power and influence of the ADL,
which expects Government officials, including Con-
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gressmen, who would enjoy its favor; to come
running, with hat-in-hand. ·
At a conference with ·Miles Goldberg, who was
then chief of the ADL's spy network a vicious
Gestapo which covers the country, Assistant Attorney General Schweinhaut was presented with a
long list of usubversive organizations" which Mr.
Goldberg said were engaged in denying or suppressing ucivil rights."
Mr. Goldberg suggested that these usubversive
organizations" and their leaders and members be
investigated and prosecuted without delay.
Among the Hsubversive organizations" listed
were the American Bar Association, the Republican National Committee, the National
Association of Manufacturers, the Constitutional Educational League, the Knights of C0lumbus, the Veterans of Foreign Wars, and the
National Americanism Commission of the
American Legion, all of which had carried on
activity in opposition to Communists or Com•
munlsm.
A good American· happened to learn what was
going on. He protested to his Congressman, who,
in turn, complained to FBI Director J. Edgar Hoover. Highly indignant, Mr. Hoover and the Congressman then went to the White House and conferred with Press Secretary Marvin McIntyre, who
used his influence to have the inquiry called off.

Who Will Be Investigated
If the current ucivil rights" bills are passed, a
similar investigation might well be made of the
officers and members of the Sons and Daughters
of the Confederacy, the Federation for Constitutional Liberties and similar organizations of standing and consequence, not only in the South but
everywhere in the country.
In fact, FBI agents, not under the direction of
Mr. Hoover, but assigned to the ucivil rights" unit
which has been functioning in the Department of
Justice since 1939, have just recently hunted down
and questioned leaders and members of the White
Citizens Councils, which, contrary to the false
impressions given the public by biased stories in
the press, is composed of outstanding, law-abiding citizens and leading public officials. ·
Just what kind of organizations the proponents
of this · legislation want uinvestigated" can · be
judged by taking a few names from a list compiled
by the Communists' Civil Rights Congress.
In a petition to the UN making charges of
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anti-Negro genocide the Congress said:
HState responsibility for and participation in this
conspiracy to commit genocide is even more clear
in the willful chartering of vigilante organizations,
which exist for terroristic anti -Negro purposes.
While the number of genocidal bands enjoying
corporate and legal sanction is legion, the following list will serve to indicate some of the most
•
notorIOUS:
CCFight For Free Enterprise, Inc., National Small
Business Men's Association, Inc., The Fact Finders,
Inc., Southern Committee to Uphold the Constitution, Inc., Southern States Industrial Council, Inc."
All of these are highly respectable organizations,
without a trace of vigilanteism or anti-Negro activity. The last named is a manufacturers association which numbers in its membership every leading business and industry in the South.
In the days when Assistant Attorney General
Schweinhaut was operating the Communists' biggest headache was the Dies Committee, and the
Reds and their witting and unwitting tools made
every effort to discredit the Committee and interfere with its investigations. One time when the
Dies Committee was the target for an exceptionally effective smear, Chairman Martin Dies discovered that the attack was based on secret Department
of Justice information that had been personally
supplied to the Communist Daily Worker by Assistant Attorney General Schweinhaut.
Then there was the case of a prominent 00
organizer, Stanley Nowak. It seems that in his
application for citizenship, Nowak had falsely
stated that he was not a member of the Communist Party. As a result he was indicted by a Federal Grand Jury, and faced certain conviction, which
wotild have made his deportation mandatory.
But the CIO needed good Communist-trained
organizers, and since its leaders had helped to establish the ucivil rights" unit in the .Justice Department and backed Assistant Attorney General
Schweinhaut for his post, they knew where to go
with their protest that Nowak's Hcivil rights" were
being denied and threatened.
And sure enough, on the day of the trial, just as
the proceedings were about to hegin, Assistant Attorney General Schweinhaut flew in from Washington, and appeared in court. Addressing the Federal Judge he first admitted the guilt of the Communist defendant, and then moved that the indictment be dismissed on the ground that uthe At-

torney General takes entire responsibility for
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the error in -Judgment in seeking a criminal
indictment originally."
Back in those days the Communists were guilty
of one vicious crime that called for vigorous prosecution. In clear violation of the Federal statutes,
they recruited thousands of American boys to fight
with the Red forces in Spain where hundreds were
either killed in battle or murdered by their own
Red Commissars when they faltered, or wanted to
return home.
The FBI spent 18 months digging up evidence
and finally a Federal Grand Jury indicted 16 Communist leaders for their part in this criminal conspiracy. With great fanfare the defendants claimed
that they were victims of FBI upersecution" and
that their ucivil rights" had been violated.
Immediately, Assistant Attorney General Schweinhaut started an uinvestigation" of the conduct
of the FBI agents involved. When no abuses were
discovered, Attorney General Jackson declared:
HThese indictments present to the department the
dilemma of either discontinuing these cases or entering upon a vastly broadened campaign of pro. "
secutton.
That problem was solved, and the "civil
rights" of the Communists were preserved, by
having the indictments dismissed.
These are only a few of the outrages perpetrated
in the name of ffcivil rights" the last time the heavy
hand of the Department of Justice was employed to
satisfy the demands of subversive pressure groups.
Assistant Attorney General Schweinhaut did his
job as a protector of the "civil rights" of Communists so well that he soon won a promotion. He is
now a Federal Judge for the District of Columbia.
In these circumstances it would seem prudent
and proper that conscientious Members of Congress make a complete investigation and a careful study of all that happened as a result of this
previous sad experience before assuming responsibility for what promises to be another
grotesque misadventure.

What Will Happen Now
What a new "civil rights" .t\ssistant Attorney
General would do is NOT just anybody's guess; it
can be predicted with reasonable accuracy. His
conduct would be influenced both by the individuals and groups to whom he would be indebted
for his job, and by political eonsideratiqns, as well.
In the pre-election periods ahead, it is most
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certain that both political parties will vie with each
other for the Negro vote, the Jewish vote, and the
labor vote. Accordingly, the party in control of
such a ucivil rights" unit undoubtedly will -see to it
that its powers are administered in the special interest of these influential minority blocs, regardless
of the consequences to other elements of the population whose political allegiance on election day is
much less susceptible to change.
It is certain that the new "civil rights" Assistant
Attorney General will have to be either selected
or endorsed by the principal backers of the proposed legislation-the National Association for
the Advancement of Colored People, the AFL-CIO,
the American Civil Liberties Union, the ADA, the
National Lawyers' Guild and the Anti-Defamation
League-for he will be expected to do exactly
what they want him to do.
Who gets the job is important, too. The new
"civil rights" Assistant Attorney General might
well be the man who now sits at the Attorney General's elbow, the man who no doubt was mainly
responsible for the Attorney General's alleged
thinking on Hcivil rights" as set forth in his recommendations to Congress, his Executive Assistant, Charles M. Metzner, a board member of the
Communist-aiding Anti-Defamation League.
If Mr. Metzner doesn't want the job himself, it
is more than probable that he will have the last
word as to who is to be appointed. To have a
stooge of the ADL in this powerful position
would be a real calamity.
Yet, this would seem to be the alarming prospect,
especially if President Eisenhower should be consulted about the appointment. The President would
be expected to ask the advice of his Secretary in
charge of ((minority problems," Max Rabb, who is
also an agent of the Anti-Defamation League.
Congress might l1e able to provide partial
safeguards against the risks involved if it
gives the problem adequate study, but it can
avoid these dangers only if it declines to accept responsibility for what could happen by
refusing to enact the measure into law.

Transparent Trickery
These so-called ucivil rights" bills are full of
tricks, slyly employed to put something over on
the Congress and the American people.
It is certain that the President isn't responsible for any of this underhanded business, for
although he has endorsed the Administration's
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ucivil rights" program, he obviously has been
too busy to read its provisions, for in many instances they run counter to his own beliefs in
sound American principles, so well expressed '
in his public utterances.
Since hundreds of people, in and out of Congress, and in and out of the Government, including
Communist agents and racial Hate racketeers, have
had a hand in influencing or in fabricating the
various ucivil rights" bills, it would be almost impossible to fix responsibility in each instance.
For example, the following scheme to disobey
and circumvent the Constitution although Hauthored" by several members of Congress was
originally thought up by former Attorney General,
now Supreme Court Justice, Tom Clark, but Mr.
Cark's idea was merely a variation of a suggestion
contained in a report of President Truman's Committee on Civil Rights, which was prepared under
the direction of a former Communist.
Because many proposals clearly conflict with the
Constitution, there are serious doubts in the minds
of many legal experts, including members of Congress, as to the constitutionality or validity of these
provisions. Others, in all probability, never have
given the matter a thought.
But the authors of several bills plainly recognize
that some provisions are un-Constitutional, for
they have buried jokers in their bills cleverly designed to defy, ignore and by-pass the Constitution.

Would Make UN "L,aw" Supreme
They propose to accomplish their lawless purpose by the simple expedient of making the United
Nations Charter and its Declaration of Human
Rights the Ctsupreme law of the land; and the
judges of every State shall be bound thereby, anything in the Constitution or laws of any State to
the contrary notwithstanding."
It is for this reason that in more than a dozen
of these bills reference is made to our Uobligations"
assumed under the United Nations Charter and
to uoffenses against the law of nations."
One proposed CtCivil Rights Act" includes this
language:
trThe Congress fuvrther declares that the succeeding provisions of this Act are necessary ... in accordance with the undertaking of the United States
under the United Nations Charter, and to further
the national policy in that regard by securing to all
persons under the jurisdiction of the United States
effective recognition of certain rights and freedoms
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proclaimed by the General Assembly of the United
Nations in the Universal Declaration of Human
Rights."
That Attorney General Brownell himself has
misgivings about the constitutionality of certain
provisi ons, as well as this tricky attempt to circumvent the Constitution, was indicated during
his testimony by his observation that he felt Hthe
most lawyerlike way" to approach the problem
Uwould be through a constitutional amendment."
Nevertheless, in spite of obvious unconstitutionality, but no doubt mindful of the tremendous minority pressure and political influence behind the legislation, Mr. Brownell meekly recommended its adoption.
If Congress adopts legislation which would
recognize and make the United Nations Charter and the Declarations, Covenants and Conventions of the UN the usupreme law of the
land" it would change our form of government; it would permit Socialists who dominate
the United Nations to transform the United
States into a Socialist state; and just as soon as
Red China and a few more Soviet satellites are
admitted into the UN, it would make possible
the merging of our country into a Communistdominated World Government.

What UN

II

Lawll Would Do

The Universal Declaration of Human Rights
provides that UEveryone has the right ... to seek,
receive and impart information and ideas through
any media and regardless of frontiers." This would

permit Soviet espionage agents to operate with
immunity in the United States.
It also provides that HEveryone has the right
to seek and enjoy in other countries asylum from
persecution." This would mean that countless

alien peoples could claim asylum in the United
States regardless of our immigration laws.
It also provides that "Everyone has a right to
freedom of thought, conscience and religion; this
right includes freedom . . . to manifest his religion
or belief in teaching, practice, worship and observance." This would legalize polygamy in the

United States.
It also provides that UMen and women of full
age, without any limitation due to race, nationality
or religion, have the right to marry and to found
a family." This would mean that all State laws

prohibiting interracial marriage would be null
and void.
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If the present so-called ucivil rights" bills are
adopted, Congress will be in the position of declaring that all adult persons have these so-called
rights, and that our Government is pledged to secure them ((to all persons under the jurisdiction of
the United States."
A draft Covenant to enforce these and hundreds
of other even more dangerous Hrights" is now under consideration by the United Nations General
Assembly and if this covenant is adopted its
further provisions will also be imposed on the
American people.
A long time ago, Senator John W. Bricker
warned Congress that the draft Covenant,
Hthreatens the right of peaceful assembly, the
right of association, and the right of the United
States to protect itself against subversive activities of Communists. Part III of the Covenant~ defining economic~ social and cultural
rights, would make the pretensions of Marxian
socialism the supreme law of the land."

A Hidden FEPC Threatens'
If this legislation is adopted another hidden
trick is going to give a lot of people a lot of
headaches.
It has been overly emphasized that ccthe Administration" is not insisting on the adoption of any
of the so-called F.E.P.C. bills which would prohibit discrimination in employment, Hbecause of
race, religion, color, national origin, or ancestry."
Yet, if Mr. Brownell gets the cleverly worded
amendments to the criminal laws protecting constitutional rights, privileges and immunities which
he demands, he won't need an F.E.P.C. law to be
able to institute civil actions or to investigate,
harass, enjoin, or otherwise interfere in the affairs
of employers of labor, who, in the judgment of the
Attorney General, or his agents CChave engaged, or
are about to engage . in any acts or practices . . .
depriving any person of the equal protection of
the laws or of equal privileges and immunities
under the laws."
Under this amendment the Attorney General's
power would be so broad that the Department of
Justice could intervene not only if it suspects that
an employee is being discriminated against because of race, creed, color, or national origin, but
also if it has a mere suspicion based upon any un~ll~ported allegation that an employee is being
denied rights conferred by the Taft-Hartley Act,
such as the right to strike.
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It would give the Attorney General the right to
inject the Justice Department into any management-labor dispute, and to circumvent the National
Labor Relations Board, for the amendment provides that such proceedings shall have jurisdiction
Uwithout regard to whether the party aggrieved
shall have exhausted any administrative or other
remedies that may be provided by law."
For three years now, at a cost of $10,000,000,
Walter Reuther and his goon squads have visited
a reign of terror, including bombings and inhuman
violence, on the non-union employees of the Kohler Co. in Wisconsin in an unsuccessful attempt to
impose his union on the workers and the company. His only hope of winning anything lies in
the National Labor Relations Board, which has
held 112 hearings and taken 19,000 pages of testimony' and may not make a final decision for two
years or more. So Reuther is fit to be tied.
If this legislation is adopted, however, he may
have some hope. For Reuther's good friend Secretary of Labor Mitchell might then be able to persuade his fellow-Cabinet member, Attorney General
Brownell, to act against the Kohler Company.

Labor Goons, Would Be Exempt
There is another trick that should be mentioned in this connection. Although Attorney General Brownell testified that uthere has not been
a lynching since 1951," the cccivil rights" lobby
has been demanding an anti -lynching bill.
To meet objections voiced against previous measures, the current bills do not include the usual section specifically exempting labor violence from
their provisions. But some bills are so carefully
phrased in such a subtle manner that they do exe,m pt mob violence by labor goons, without
making the exemption apparent to a casual reader
01' an unsuspecting le gislatar.
Murder or physical violence committed by lawless union mobs against non-union workers trying
to make a living for themselves and their families
is just as despicable as murder and violence visited
upon any other persons because of their race. And
there have been numerous fatalities and serious injuries inflicted by organized union mobs and labor
goon squads since 1951.

Prosecution Without Proof
There is also a trick or two, behind the Attorney
General's request for ·the authority which these
[17 ]

bills would give him to institute civil action instead of criminal action to enforce the civil liberties statues . . . for the United States . . . or on
behalf of individuals.
This sounds reasonable enough.
In fact, it sounded more than reasonable when
the Attorney General explained that by using
civil action it would be unnecessary to subject
States officials to the indignity, hazards, and personal expense of a criminal prosecution." Such
prosecution, he said, could stir up Hsuch dissension
and ill will in the community and the States that
it might ( do) more harm than good."
Actually what the Attorney General would be
able to do with this new authority could result in
greater personal expense, would increase the hazards and would subject State and local officials, and
even lowly citizens, to worse indignities.
It appears from his testimony that the Attorney
General really wants this power because under
the criminal statutes he must prove to a jury that
the act complained of was Hwillful" in order to
get a conviction. This, it seems, he considers too
burdensome, too difficult.
If Congress gives him the authority he asks, he
won't have to prove anything. He can drag a
private citizen or a public official into court on
mere suspicion, for the measure provides that he
can proceed against persons who Hare about to engage in any acts or practices which would give rise
to a cause of action."
U

Without evidence, merely on the basis of
malicious misinformation provided by faceless
informers, such as agents of the National Association for the Advancement of Colored People,
Reuther's Auto Workers Union or the ADL,
the Attorney General would be able to get an
•••
• •
InjUnctIon
restralnlng
any person or group
that the informers merely suspect is Uabout to"
do something.
Then, if either the persons named in the
injunction, or other persons not parties to the
action, should happen to commit an act of
Hdiscrimination" that might be construed as
violating the injunction, whether innocently,
inadvertently, unintentionally or otherwise,
they could be found guilty of contempt without trial by jury, and fined or jailed, or both.
The big trick here is that although there is not
a word in these bills that would indicate that a
trial by jury is denied, the fact that the United
States· Government is made a ·party in interest
would make such a denial automatic.
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By such proceedings State and local officials
and ordinary citizens can be denied their fundamental Constitutional rights of free speech, free
press, free assembly and trial by jury, and deprived of their liberty or property, without
due process of law.
Most amazing of all is the fact that the Attorney
General seeks the right to act on behalf of individuals without their consent, or even without their
knowledge.
This proceedure is so unethical that if a lawyer
in private practice tried to get away with it the
courts would disbar him for life.

W hen the Attorney General can haul a citizen into court, enjoin him because of what
somebody thinks he is thinking, deprive him of
his legal rights, convict him without due process, and subject him to criminal punishment
for an alleged civil offense, we will have acchieved the ultimate of absurdity and the
height of tragedy.
Apparently, the subversive elements who initiated and are demanding this ucivil rights" legislation will stop at nothing, no matter how outrageous or how vicious, to gain their ends.
This is a brazen attempt to substitute government by injunction-government by men-for
goverment by law.
The Attorney General should pause and ponder
the inscription cut in granite on the front of the
Department of Justice building which reads:

NO FREE GOVERNMENT CAN
SURVIVE THAT IS NOT BASED
ON THE SUPREMACY OF LAW.
If anyone believes that the Attorney General can
be trusted not to abuse such powers and that nothing so unbelievably fantastic as the foregoing
could happen, then consider what already has
happened.

Don't Trust The Attorney General
It is only a few months ago that Mr. Brownell
sent the FBI down to Clinton, Tenn., to help enforce an injunction. As a result women and children
were arrested by U. S. Marshals, taken to Knoxville, thrown into jail and held under exorbitant
bail for Ucongregating" in front of a school house
and for helping to organize a white Citizens Council uaimed at preventing the effectiveness of inte. "
gratlon.
They were among 17 victims of an injunction
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issued by Federal Judge Robert Taylor which enjoined six persons, who were not parties to the
matter at issue, and utheir agents, sef1/ants, representatives, attorneys, and all other persons who are
acting or 1nay act in concert with them ... from
further hindering, obstructing, or i1~ anywise interfering with the carrying out of the aforesaid order
of this court, or from picketing Clinton High
School, either by tlloyds, or acts, or otherwise."
This injunction was read to the school children
who were advised that it applied to minors as well
as adults. They were told that they could no longer
hold ttgatherings" outside the school, that they
would not be permitted to wear buttons bearing
slogans, and they were warned that they faced
federal arrest if they violated the injunction.
At the same time the teachers were told to report
to the FBI any violations by the students.
Shades of Stalin and Hitler!
The whole thing was so raw that FBI Director
J. Edgar Hoover issued a statement saying that the
instructions given to students and teachers u were
not issued at the request of the FBI nor .would
the FBI issue such instructions."
No wonder Rep. L. Mendel Rivers testified
that this legislation ttwill make the FBI the greatest secret police the world has ever known and it
will make Edgar Hoover, if he is the same Edgar
Hoover I knew when I used to be in the Department of Justice, resign and quit in protest."
Anybody, anywhere · in the world, could violate
this injunction and be subject to arrest and imprisonment by' simply making. a speech, participating
in a meeting, writing or publishing a pamphlet,
or in any other way expressing opposition to the
desegregation decision of the Supreme Court and
suggesting, that because the decision ignored the
Constitution and was based upon the claptrap of a
Swedish Socialist and the writings of two .New
York Communist-fronters, that the American
people and the people of Clinton were under no
obligation to abide by the decision; provided only
that such person had received literature or a communication from, or had talked or met with any of
the 6 individuals named in the injunction.
To accept the idea . that a shotgun Federal inj unction has no limits, and that anybody, anywhere can be punished for speaking, or writing, or
meeting ·with others to urge a course of action that
a Federal Judge, the Attorney General, or some
petty official or powerful group may not like, would
mean that the Constitution and the Bill of Rights
are dead. -. This is not quite yet ·the fact.
[20 ]
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Perhaps the most alarming and obnoxious
feature of this Clinton injunction is the brazen
decree which presumes to prohibit attorneys
from tak:ing any legal action that they may feel
is properly called for in the circumstances.

Tyranny At Its Worst
Under the Constitution the unfortunate victims
of this in junction are entitled to a speedy trial.
This, they have been denied, because the D,epartment of Justice has been reluctant to grant them
their undeniable right to a jury trial, which they
have demanded.
In a shabby attempt to take this right from them,
Mr. Brownell's United States Attorney on the scene
tried a nasty trick in mid-February. He moved to
make the United States Government a party to
the action along with the local School Board in
order to deny them a jury trial.
Should the bills now before Congress beco1ne
law, the United States Government will be a
party to every ff civil rights" action,' trial by
jury will be barred, and nobody will be safe.
At a secret meeting of the House Judiciary Committee in mid-March an amendment was offered
that would guarantee that the right of trial by
jury, as provided in the Constitution, would be
respected. The Amendment was defeated.
It is frightening to realize that 17 members
of Congress who have sworn to uphold and defend the Constitution have deliberately voted
to destroy one of its basic guarantees, and deny
to their own constituents one of the most important of their precious rights.
A similar amendment to protect trial by jury was
defeated in the Senate Judiciary Subcommittee too.
Trial by jury safegtta'Yds our people from despots.
Trial by jury is tbe most effective barricade ever
erected against oppression and tyranny.

To destroy this right,. to deny trial by jury is
tyranny at its worst!
In other countries tyranny has taken the forms
of Communism and Fascism.
If the measures now ,before Congress are
adopted in their present form, a combination of
both will be imposed on the American people,
and our Republic will be replaced by the Stalin-Hitler concept of the all-powerful central
state which controls and dictates every phase of
human life.
[21 ]

Would Demolish Our Government
While the denial of fundamental rights of individuals is one of the most serious implications
of this legislation, the provisions permitting the
invasion and usurpation of States rights are even
more dangerous, because if the sovereignty of the
States is destroyed our whole system of Constitutional government will be demolished.
Much of this proposed legislation is an encroachment of the Federal Government upon the powers
of the State and local governments-an invasion of the sovereign rights of the several States.
Under the terms of the pending bills the Attorney General is given broad authority to delve
into the internal affairs of the several States and
to institute civil action for redress, or preventive
relief (tin the name of the United States for the
benefit of the real party in interest" against persons
who (thave engaged or are about to engage" in acts
which would deprive other persons of their civil
rights, notwithstanding the fact that if anyone had
been injured or wronged, a cause of action would
exist under State laws.
This new legislation would permit any complainant to bypass local and State courts and use
the Federal coutts without showing that the State
laws are inadequate or not properly enforced, for
in these bills it is provided that the Federal courts
ushall have jurisdiction . . . without regard to
whether the party aggrieved shall have exhausted
any administrative or other remedies that may be
provided by (State) law."
Thus, jurisdiction in a simple assault case, for example, could be assumed by a Federal court on the
ground that the assault was allegedly committed
because of the complainant's race, color or creed.
Under these bills all that would be necessary to
subject an arrest, or a conviction, decision or ruling
by a local or State court, to Federal investigation
would be a contention by the affected person that
the local or State authorities acted against him, not
to enforce the law, but because of his color, race,
religion or national origin. The fact that the allegation of discrimination might be groundless
would not be discovered until after the police officer, or the local or State judge involved, had been
harassed by the investigation and had his usefulness and reputation impaired by unfavorable publicity. And there would be no redress.
This legislation would incite litigation, for under
its provisions, at the instigation of pressure groups,
the Attorney General could bring suit for damages
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in Federal court, for the benefit of private individuals at the expense of the taxpayers, against other
ci tizens, local police or State officials.

Local Law Enforcement Threatened
The former head of the FBI in New York, Edward Scheidt, warned Congress in sworn testimony
that this proposed legislation would be an open
invitation to criminals to circumvent local police
and local and State courts by dealing directly with
the Federal authorities. This, he said, would bring
law enforcement to a complete halt, inasmuch as
there is no possibility that the Federal courts could
take over and handle trials of State law violations.
Scheidt said that these proposed laws tethreaten
to shake the very foundations of law enforcement
in the United States," and are tea frontal attack on
the police powers and responsibilities of all local
and State governments."
There are applicable and adequate criminal statutes, or common law provisions, in effect in every
State to guarantee civil rights to all persons.
Therefore, when these bills propose to empower
the Federal Government to take over the administration of whatever laws are in effect, they
are plainly unconstitutional.
This is an attempt to reach beyond the Constitution, to invade the sovereignty of the
States, to violate States rights, and to usurp
the powers of the States.
It is an attempt to make every violation of
State law a Federal offense, to shift jurisdiction
from the State courts to the already woefully
overburdened Federal courts, and to substitute
Federal judges for State juries.
There was a time years ago when the American
people need not have been too much concerned
about dangerous legislation of doubtful constitutionality that might threaten their rights or could
undermine their institutions of society and Government-the United States Supreme Court could
be depended upon to strike down such enactments
as unconstitutional.
Today, nobody knows what the Supreme
Court will do.
Ever since the Constitution was placed on the
Court's proscribed Index, and it began basing its
decisions on the wri rings of Socialists and Communist fronters, its course has been unpredictable.
What it will do in the future will depend
altogether on what kind of subversive literature the Justices have been reading.
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It is certain, however, that these pending

civil rights laws can be upheld as ttconstitutional" only on the basis of selected passages
from a book by Browder, a lecture by Lenin, or
a nzonograph by Marx.

Intimidation By Inquisition
Another key proposal in .the so-called ucivil
rights" bills is the provision for the creation of a
bi-partisan Commission on Civil Rights to be appointed by the President with the advice and consent of the Senate to investigate asserted violations
of civil rights and to make recommendations."
On the flimsy ground of mere Hallega tions" the
Attorney General wants Congress to establish this
fantastic Commission with authority to apply its
inquisitions and intimidations whenever and
wherever it chooses; dragging citizens away from
their homes and businesses upon the compelling
force of subpoenas to give testimony and to produce papers apd records in an attempt to establish
whether or to what extent such Hallegations" are
well founded.
Perhaps the most dangerous aspect of this proposal is the provision that "the Commission shall
... utilize the services, facilities and information of ... private research agencies/' and t'may
accept and utilize the services of voluntary and
unconzpensated personnel."
\Vithout question the Hresearch" and the Hvoluntary personnel" would be supplied by the NAACP,
the AFL-CIO, the ADA, the ACLU, the National
Lawyers Guild, and the ADL, whose spy personnel
has included aliens, subversives, blackmailers,
thieves, perjurers, lunatics, liars, dope fiends, and
convicted and unconvicted criminals.
With such characters being given the status
of ((Government agents," the, ADL, using the
Presidential Commission as a cloak for its
vicious persecution, would more effectively
be able to harass, intimidate, smear, vilify and
victimize . good citizens whose defense of
American ideals and traditions are contrary to
the ADL's alien philosophies.
Under such circumstances the Commission
would become a fearful instrument of coercion, abuse, intimidation and tyranny.
Why is it necessary to investigate Hasserted vio- '
lations of civil rights" if Congress accepts the
premise that there are such violations by enacting
legislation to deal with them?
If the Attorney General does not already have
H
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evidence of violations of cCcivil rights," and there
is considerable doubt that he has, by what kind
of reasoning does he presume to recommend that
,Congress enact measures to deal with a uproblem"
that does not exist?
. Or, if the Attorney General, who has the very
capable and experienced FBI at his disposal, has
been unable to secure such evidence, how could a
Commission, composed of prominent citizens without investigative experience, and employing amateur investigators, assisted by CCvolunteers," be reasonably expected to discover anything?
And, if the Attorney General honestly believes
that it is necessary to have a Presidential Commission, with broad powers of subpoena, in order to
secure evidence of Uasserted violations of civil
rights and to make recommendations," why would
it not be his responsible duty to await such evidence
and recommendations before asking Congress to
enact measures that could be contrary to what the
Commission might recommend, or which may not
be necessary at all?
The principal reason advanced by the Attorney
General for the creation of a Presidential Commission was a statement by President Eisenhower
in his 1956 State of the Union message that t~al_
legations persist that Negro citizens are being deprived of their right to vote."
,
As a result of similar uallegations" made ten
years ago by officials and agents of the N ationa!
Association for the Advancement ' of Colored
People, the American Civil Liberties Union, the
CIO, the Anti-Defamation League and the Communist Party, President Harry Truman appointed
a similar President's Committee on Civil Rights
authorized to inquire into ualleged violations of
civil rights," to hold hearings, to hear witnesses,
and to make recommendations.

12,996 False "Allegations"
As a result of charges made at the hearings, and
on the basis of accusations made by reason of the
wide publicity given to the Committee's activities,
the Department of Justice processed some 13,000
complaints of alleged violations of ucivil rights" in
a single year. With the help of 7 civil rights attorneys, 4 civil rights specialists, and 172 FBI
agents specially trained in civil rights matters, these
complaints were reviewed and checked.
It was 'found that only 150 warranted more
complete investigation, that , only 9 warranted
prosecution, and only 4 convictions were se-
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cured. This means that only 4 complaints were
legitimate; that the other 12,996 ((allegations"
were baseless.
Furthermore, the Attorney General has testified
that more progress has been made in the field of
civil rights in the past 4 years than in the previous
twenty years, and that civil rights violations are
now at an all-time low.
It would appear then that there must be some
ulterior motive behind the current drive for Hcivil
rights" legislation which, obviously, is unnecessary,
unwise, unconstitutional, and unsafe.
Certainly, before Congress votes to establish
a new President's Commission, it would surely
be in the public interest to inquire into and
study the experience of the previous Committee, its outrageous performance, and its worthless report.

Committee IIStacked

l1

With Reds

Such an inquiry would bring to light, among
other things, the fact that more than half of the
15 Committee members had been cited in Government subversive files for having had more than a
hundred affiliations with Communist movements,
fronts and enterprises, and that the rest, with perhaps one or at the most two exceptions, were typical
left-wing window-dressing, people of prominence
who could be depended upon to go along on almost
any proposition that had a Hliberal" label.
In other words, the Committee was purposely
Hstacked" to make sure that it would produce a report sufficiently slanted to please the subversive
elements responsible for its creation.
This was easily arranged. Instead of being selected by President Truman its members were
picked by the President's secretary in charge of
uminority problems:' David K. Niles, an agent of
the Anti-Defamation League who had long been
active in leading Communist organizations.
In making his selections, Niles collaborated with
Morris Ernst, an attorney for the Communist-aiding American Civil Liberties Union, who helped
to select himself as a committee member.
Nancy Wechsler, a one-time member of the
Communist Party, and the married daughter of
another ACLU lawyer, Osmond Fraenkel, was made
Counsel to the Committee.
This young ex-Communist guided the work of
the Committee and supervised the preparation of
its report, which understandably followed the Communist uparty line."
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The tenor of the report was such that although
no mention was made of the House Committee on
Un-American Activities, reporters immediately inquired if the Committee meant to imply that
Congressional investigations .were threatening
Ctcivilliberties" by their tactics. Spokesmen for the
Committee refused to comment.
When several individual members were asked if
it was their personal view that Congressional investigators of Communist infiltration and subversion threatened cccivil rights," the answers were a
qualified HYes," only the Committee chairman responded with an emphatic HNo."
Appointed as executive secretary of the Committee was Robert K. Carr, a professor of Ugovernment," who capitalized on his experience by writing a book-a vicious attack on the Committee on
Un-American Activities-under a grant from the
Rockefeller Foundation, which, among other contributions to the Communist cause, had financed
the long sojourn in the United States of Soviet propagandist Hanns Eisler, brother of Gerhardt Eisler,
then Red Russia's No. 1 agent in America.
The Committee's inquiry was a farce. Friendly
witnesses were carefully selected to support the preconceived notions that the left-wingers masterminding the hearings wanted to include in the
Committee's Ufindings." Unfriendly authorities
either were ignored or denied a hearing and told
to submit their views in writing.

Committee Findings .Fantastic
Under these circumstances it was not unexpected
that in its report the Committee ufound" that the
ucivil rights" of Communists were in danger. As
the President's Committee put it, our country was
in a Ustate of near-hysteria" over Communism and
as a result the freedom of ugenuine democrats"another name for Communists-was threatened.
The report repeated the false and now easily
recognized Communist propaganda line that uir_
responsible opportunists"-meaning all anti-Communists and especially Congressional investigators
-made it a practice to attack as uCommunist"
every person or group with which they disagreed.
In its Ufindings" the Committee warned against
a uloyalty check" of Government employees; it
uheld" that uour whole civil liberties history provides us with a clear warning against the possible
misuse of loyalty checks to inhibit freedom of
opinion and expression."
Instead of being objective, the so-called report
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was really a vehicle for Communist propaganda,
and it was recognized as such by the Communists
who gave it. wide distribution and featured it in
their book shops throughout the country.
Strangely enough, none of these radical views
represented the .thinking of the Chairman of the
President's Committee, Charles E. Wilson, former
president of the ·General Electric Company. The
problem of including them in the u repon" without
the possibililty of successful objection by Mr. Wilson was solved by making the repon public before
permitting Mr. Wilson to read it.
It seems that Mr. Wilson was not a very active
or willing Chairman. When first approached to
serve, he declined. But he was pressured into accepting the post by being told quite bluntly that
unless he did so enormous Government subsidies
for atomic research might be switched from General Electric to Westinghouse.
This possibility and a natural reluctance to embarrass the President probably accounts for the fact
that Mr. Wilson made no public protest and instead made several radio broadcasts giving the substance of the ureport" to the American people, a
program that was under the direction of Mitchell
Grayson, a member of Unit 15, Section 30, of the
Communist Party.
How can honest and sincere Members of Congress, in the face of such a sordid spectacle,
accept responsibility for a possible repetition
of this shocking performance?

•

Who Will Select Commission?
It is not enough to assume that President Eisenhower will be more careful in his selections and
appoint a more circumspect Commission. He may
well depend on the recommendations of his Secretary on uminority problems," ADL agent Max
Rabb, who has been his liaison with Congress to
expedite current ucivil rights" legislation.
It is possible, too, that the President will seek
the advice of Herman Edelsberg, Washington director of the Anti-Defamation League, the principal lobbyist pushing .the current cccivil rights"
program, who is listed in the files of the Committee on Un-American Activities as a member
of the National Lawyers' Guild, which has been
characterized by the House Committee as "the
foremost legal bulwark of the .Communist
Party" and which "since its inception has never
failed to rally to the legal defense of the CommunistParty and individual members thereof,
[2~
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including known espionage agents."
On December 21, 1956, Drew Pearson, a mouthpiece for the ADL, reported in his column that
uHerman Edelsberg, Washington Chief of the Anti-Defamation League, has put the bee on Senate
GOP leader Bill Knowland. Edelsberg claims the
first effective civil-rights legislation since the Civil
War can be p~ssed next year-if Knowland will
break his alliance with the Southern Democrats and
rally Republican Senators behind President Eisenhower's civil-rights program."

Senate Will Confirm Anyone
On the other hand, it is likewise not enough to
assume that the United States Senate will carefully
screen the President's nominations to the Commission before confirming them.
Mter all, it is only a short time ago that the
President nominated James D. Zellerbach as Ambassador to Italy, and the Senate meekly confirmed
him, despite derogatory information reflecting
either on his judgment or patriotism supplied to
the Senate by the National Americanism Commission of the American Legion.
The Legion was interested because when its California Department had attempted to have some
uun-American" murals removed from a San Francisco Post Office, charging that they were "definitely subversive and designed to spread Communistic propaganda and tend to promote racial hatred
and class warfare," Mr. Zellerbach opposed their
removal and defended the artist, who «thad a very
voluminous record of affiliation with subversive
groups."
Zellerbach, the record shows, was a trustee and
financial supporter of the Institute of Pacific Relations, which a Senate committee said was an umbrella for Soviet espionage. This affiliation could
have been completely innocent except that when
another trustee offered a resolution calling for an
investigation of Communist influence in the organization, Mr. Zellerbach voted against it.
Also, as a director of the notorious Fund for the
Republic Mr. Zellerbach voted $5000 to a Society
of Friends' library as a reward for having the u courage" to retain a Communist librarian' who refused
to take a loyalty oath, and defied a Congessional
committee. The main purpose of the Fund for the
Republic, with Mr. Zellerbach on the board, was
to discredit and destroy Congressional investigations of Communism.
And Mr. Zellerbach was a member and major

[29 ]

supporter of the National Committee for an Effective Congress which supplied funds to oppose
the reelection of members of the House and Senate
who distinguished themselves by their vigorous opposition to Communism.
The Senate · not only confirmed Mr. Zellerbach
in the face of his record, it even refused to hear
witnesses who asked to testify in opposition to his
•
•
nomInatIon.
Is it right to confirm a man who, perhaps innocently, affiliates with and financially supports
Communist-tainted organizations and, wittingly or
unwittingly, gives so much aid and comfort to the
Communist cause, without even inquiring into the
matter, simply because he is prominent, wealthy, a
good businessman, and liked by politicians and
labor leaders?
This is exactly the kind of people the subversive
elements want, and will probably get the President
to appoint, and the Senate to confirm, to a Commission on Civil Rights, because it will be so easy
to use them again to contribute their Us tanding"
and uprestige" to another effort that will help along
the Communist conspiracy to undermine and destroy our country which would be tantamount to
treason.
Furthermore, the United States Senate was not
too alert the last tiine it assumed responsibility for
an inquiry into Uviolations of civil liberties."

Red Spies Ran Senate Inquiry
The so-called Senate Civil Liberties Committee
under the chairmanship of Senator Robert LaFollette, Jr., was not even initiated in the Senate. The
investigation was planned at . a meeting of a Communist Party unit in the home of Anita Whitney
in Carmel, California.
If this sounds fantastic and unbelievable, all the
details are in the files of the FBI, which had an
under-cover agent in attendance at the meeting.
The resolution creating the Committee which the
Senate adopted was not written by a member of
the Senate, it was prepared by John Abt, who
headed the original Soviet spy ring in the Government. The resolution was presented to Senator
LaFollette at a meeting in the Cosmo Club in
Washington attended by Communists and other
Reds and radicals, together with John L. Lewis,
head of the then Communist-dominated CIO.
.Senator La Follette was only a figurehead. The
so-called Senate uinvestigation" of Ucivil liberties"
was conducted by John Abt as its Counsel, and by
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other members of the Red spy · ring, Charles
Kramer and Allan Rosenberg, · previously mentioned ' herein.
. These Soviet agents ran the Committee as an
adjunct of the Communist Party . and used the
power and prestige of the United States Senate to
harass and smear Alnerican business and industry,
and to vilify and abuse patriotic organizations
combating Communism.
They intimidated and ransacked the files of
America's leading capitalist corporations, as well
as . the N adonal Association of Manufacturers.
They even paid the taxpayers' money to the International Labor Defense, the legal arm of the Communist Party, for phony uevidence" with which
to smear the Republic Steel Company.
Years later, Senator LaFollette publicly admitted
that his Committee had been infiltrated by Communists. Soon thereafter he committed suicide.
Do honorable and trustworthy members of
Congress want to assume responsibility for giving the Communist enemies of our country, and
their dupes and stooges, another opportunity
to create havoc and provoke dissension and unrest, and to capitalize once again on their
phony ucivil rights" agitation?
twO

Congress Should First Investigate
It would seem to be essential that before Congress takes any further action on the EisenhowerBrownell ucivil rights" proposals that every member of the House and Senate study carefully these
three previous misadventures in the field of ucivil
rights" and the dangerous abuses which resulted
therefrom.
Before Congress creates a new Section in the
department of Justice, and permits the appointment
of a new Assistant Attorney General to administer
it, a thorough inquiry should be made into everything that happened the last time that this was
done with such dangerous consequences.
Before Congress authorizes the appointment of
a Presidential Commission on Civil Rights, with
the extraordinary powers requested, a thorough inquiry should be made into everything that happened the last time a similar body pretended to do
the same job and foisted its fraudulent Ufindings"
on the President and the American people.

These inquiries are so vitally essential because the same subversive elements involved
in these previous operations are now the principal promoters of the present proposals.
[31 ]

",There need be no deIayin getting such an investiga~ion 'started. Bills are now pending in both
Houses to establish a Joint Congressional Committee on Civil Rights. These bills need merely be
amended to direct the Committee to make the
aforementioned inquiries its first order of business~
But Congress must take every possible precaution that this Committee does not become the creature of subversive elements, as in the case ,of the
laFollette Committee, and other notorious committees of the Congress in the past.
That subversive outsiders are to be given such an
opportunity is ', already i1:l evidence, for these bills
provide that ttThe joint committee may constitute such advisory committees and may consuIt with such representatives of .. '. • private
organizations as it ' deems advisable/'
•

Jimmy Hoffa Was a, Piker
The 'recent arrest by the FBI ' of Teamster official
Jimmy Hoffa for having planted "a spy on the staff
of the ' Senate Committee investigating labor raeeteering to steal official documents from the Committee's files $hocked a lot of people, including
many Congressmen. No doubt they will be still
more surprised to know that this sort of thing, and
worse, has been going on for a very long time.
Hoffa was a piker, he just wanted a few secrets.
When certain subversive elements get interested
in a Congressional investigation, they manage to
run the Committee, and have access to All the official files and records, too.
, Hoffa isn't very important, he is only the most
influential official of the world's biggest labor
union. But the Communist-aiding Anti-Defamation League, which has been operating on a wholesale basis, is more powerful than the United States
Government; the FBI wouldn't dare arrest any of
its officials, or even one of its lowly spies.

Congressional Inquiries Infiltrated
There is nothing crude about ' the AD'L's technique. When back in 1934 the ADL decided to
take over the MacCormick-Dickstein Committee
the then head of the ADL's spy network, a wanted
ex-convict using the alias Frank Prince, real name
Morris Czech,,' managed to serve as the Committee's
chief investigator. Because of his criminal record
he acted as a "volunteer" and was never placed on
the Committee's payroll.
Czech, or Prince, sabotaged the Committee's in-
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vestigation of Communism by confining its activities almost exclusively to ·an inquiry of a few obscure: Fascist and Nazi movements, by minimizing
the Communist danger and by harassing opponents
of Communism. In fact, Prince made no investigation of Communists until AFL president William
Green forced token action in the final days of the
Committee's life by protesting to Chairman John
W. McCormack. .
ADL spies, with and without official authority,
operated in the Committee's name, and at one executive hearing Richard Gudstadt, then national
director of the ADL, acted as Uvolunteer" Counsel
for the Committee and cross-examined a patriotic
witness who had responded to a subpoena.
In 1944, the Anderson Committee was infiltrated
by subversive outsiders. One patriotic organization
was uinvestigated" at the insistence of Soviet agent
John Abt who met with the Committee in secret
session. He was then acting _for the Communistdominated CIO.
False information and documents were foisted on
the Committee, important testimony was deleted
from the official record without the knowledge of
Committee members, and documents were removed
from the Committee's files.
The Committee's hearings were manipulated and
the documents were taken by one James H. Sheldon
who had been an organizer for the American League Against War and Fascism, the largest and most
active Communist movement which had been identified as usubversive and Communist" by the FBt
He was also a Hfront" for the International Labor
Defense, branded as Uthe legal arm of the Communist Party" by former Attorney General Biddle.
At the time, Sheldon headed the so-called NonSectarian Anti-Nazi League to Champion Human
Rights, which was financed _by a wealthy alien refugee, and was a major unit of the ADL spy and
smear network.
In 19-50 Congress established the Buchanan Committee to investigate lobbying. It was inspired by
the CIO, the ADL and other organizations of similar subversive ilk. The Uvolunteer" Chief Counsel
to the Committee was Louis Little, a Communist
fronter and an agent of the Anti-Defamation
.
League.
While supposedly uinvestigating" lobbying, the
Committee did a good job annoying business and
industry. - But a major part of its efforts were devoted to harassing organizations combating Communism, and information secured by the Committee's investigators· from the files of these patri-
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otic groups immediately turned up in the· hands
of the ADL ·and its associated units and was used
in a smear campaign in an attempt to discredit
and destroy these patriotic movements.

ADL and AJC Used Velde Committee
In 1954 the Communist-aiding ADL, together
with its partner in crime, the American Jewish
Committee-they raise their funds, conduct their
spying and smearing, and apply their political
pressure jointly-even succeeded in infiltrating
and manipulating the Committee on Un-American Activities for their own subversive purposes.
Early in the year, representatives of both organizations met with Chairman Harold Velde and
after promising to guarantee a favorable press
attempted to persuade him .to soft-pedal the investigation of Communists, and to get after alleged Hfascists" and Hhate groups."
Chairman Velde did agree to look into the
Hfascists" and Uhate groups", but he kept his investigation of Communists in high gear. When,
months later, no ufascists" or Uhate groups" had
been exposed, the ADL and the AJC began to
put pressure on the Committee staff.
It seems the AJC had a friend at court. Velde's
Committee Counsel, Robert L. Kunzig, had once
been in the pay of the American Jewish Committee, and so Edwin J. Lucas, AJC counsel, began
making almost daily phone calls from New York
asking about progress, making suggestions, giving
advice and promising uevidence," until finally two
Committee investigators were sent to the offices
of the ADL and the AJC to get the ccevidence."
This ccevidence"-a mass of malicious misinformation-was the basis of the Velde Committee's uPreliminary Report on Neo-Fascist and
Hate Groups," which turned out to be a fraud
and a hoax. It made the same broad, loose and
unsubstantiated shotgun charges that the Communists have continually hurled against Congressional committees and all pro-American anti-Communists in and out of Congress.
As a clue to its phony character, the report was
leaked to the press by a member of the staff before it was approved by the Committee. The re=11=

" Just

las~

month, in early March, ADL leaders were distressed
over the way the Luce Publications, TIME and LIFE, were covering the Arab-Israel issue (the stories were too factual). So they
demanded and were granted a private audience with Henry Luce.
They told Luce that they felt his writers' treatment bordered on
the anti-Semitic. That nasty little scare word did the trick.
"We'll change it,"- Mr. Luce quickly . assured them, and Israel
is now getting all the breaks and then some.
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por.t had never been discussed at a Committee
meeting; two members said they had never seen
it, and two others refused to approve it. Otairman Velde could say or do nothing; he was away
on his honeymoon.
The foregoing are just a few of the reasons why
Congress must be extremely careful and take every
precaution to prevent similar subversive treachery
when, and if, it creates a Joint Congressional Committee on Civil Rights.
When such a committee completes its investigation, and when members of Congress have had
an adequate chance to study its Hearings and report, it will then be time enough to get started on
any new ucivil rights" legislation, if by that time
any new "civil rights" legislation, ;f by that time

anything should be discovered that would indicate that such action ;,S necessary.

Let FB I Probe Plot Against S.o uth
In the meantime, if the Attorney General is
honest and sincere in his apparent concern over
violations of civil rights, he would seem to be
obligated to direct the FBI to conduct a searching investigation into the criminal conspiracy
which so obviously exists to injure, oppress, or
intimidate the people of the South in the free
exercise or enjoyment of the rights and privileges secured to them by the Constitution or
laws of the United States.
Then .the conspirators should be prosecuted
to the full extent of the law.
The Attorney General needs no new legislation
to take such action, for the Criminal Code provides thatttll two or more persons conspire to injure, oppress, thremen, or intimidate any citizen in the free
exercise or enjoyment 01 any right or privilege se-

cured to hhn by the Constitution or laws of the
United States, or because of his h'tWing exercised
the same, they shall be fined not more th,tm $5,000
and imprisoned not more than ten years, and shall,
moreover, be thereafter ineligible to any office, or
place of h'onor, profit or trust created by the Constitution or ltmls of the United States."
(Mar. 4, 1909, Ch. 321, Sec. 19', 35 Stat. 1092).
It is to be hoped that as a result of such investigation and prosecution that the Attorney General will not find himself ineligible to occupy a
seat on the United States Supreme Court, which
is his high ambition.
[35 ]
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